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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 4/1 1/2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's arguments on page 3, paragraph 1 of the 
remarks, Horowitz teaches sending EPG event record to clients [0051]. 

In response to applicant's arguments on page 3, paragraph 2 of the 
remarks, according to the claims the record file contains: information identifying 
content to be recorded and its scheduled date and time; the event record of 
Horowitz contains the same information [0051] 

In response to applicant's arguments on page 3, paragraph 3 of the 
remarks, Yamato was brought in to cover the deficiency stated in the first point of 
the paragraph. Applicant is directed to page 4 of the previous office action for 
clarification. In response to the second point in the paragraph, Dudkiewicz 
implements the steps of selecting programs to be recommended to a user or 
recorded by user, the selection been performed at the headend and the selection 
being sent to users [0105]. 

In response to applicant's arguments on page 5, paragraph 1 of the 
remarks, Dudkiewicz [0105] states that the server is equipped to carry out the 
processes that occur at the client device. The server is also able to identify 
upcoming programs to be recommended or recorded. 



Application/Control Number: 10/765,448 
Art Unit: 2623 



Page 3 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 - 5, 8- 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Horowitz, publication number: US 2004/0078817 A1 in view of 
Yamato, Publication #: 2002/01 27000A1 in further view of Dudkiewicz, 
publication number: US 20020152474 A1. 

As per claims 1 , 14, 15 and 16 Horowitz teaches a method of recording 
audiovisual contents, 

the contents being broadcast according to a schedule predetermined by a 
content 

broadcaster, the method including: 

the content being associated with a broadcast date and time predetermined by 
the content broadcaster (information associated with scheduled recording, 
[0033], lines 1 - 7), 

a step of the content presentation server generating a record file containing 
information identifying the selected audiovisual content to be recorded and the 
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scheduled data and time for broadcasting it (program record, [0051], lines 4-7, 
13-17, [0052], lines 1-3) 

a step of the access terminal receiving the record file of the selected audiovisual 
content, (receiving updates, [0051], lines 5 - 7), and 

a step of updating the record file, especially in the event of modification of the 
audiovisual content selected by the presentation server (updating record file, 
[0029]). 

Horowitz does not teach the method further comprising: a preliminary step of the 
access terminal selecting a set of contents having a common topic, said set 
being offered by an audiovisual content presentation server, which then 
executes the selection of the audiovisual content automatically on the basis of 
the selected set. 

In an analogous art, Yamato teaches the method further comprising a preliminary 
step of the access terminal selecting a set of contents having a common topic (In 
addition, the device 100 searches the data of the EPG for user's favorite 
programs by using keywords or types which are established in advance by the 
user, [0169], lines 6 -9), said set being offered by an audiovisual content 
presentation server (Horowitz: locating shows of interest form the EPG, [0049], 
lines 2 - 5). 
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Therefore, It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify Horowitz's a dynamic event recording by including 
a preliminary selection step, as taught by Yamato's method of selecting audio 
visual content to be recorded, for the advantages of providing the viewer with an 
intuitive and informative display; it also creates an avenue for recording a variety 
of shows to be watched by the viewer 

The combination of Horowitz and Yamato does not teach the system where the 
content to be recorded is selected by the server. 

In an analogous art, Dudkiewicz teaches the step of the audiovisual content 
presentation server selecting an audio visual content to be recorded 
(programming provider identifying contents to be recommended and recorded, 
[0105]) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the combination of Horowitz and Yamato, as 
described in Dudkiewicz' programming system, for the advantages of reducing 
the tasks carried out and the processing power required by STB. 

As per claim 2, the combination of Horowitz, Yamato and Dudkiewicz teach a 
method according to claim 1 of recording audiovisual contents broadcast 
according to a schedule, wherein the updating step is executed if the date and/or 
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the time of broadcasting the selected audiovisual content is modified (Horowitz: 
update, [0029]). 

As per claim 3, the combination of Horowitz, Yamato and Dudkiewicz teach a 
method according to claim 1 of recording audiovisual contents broadcast 
according to a schedule, wherein the updating step is executed if the selection of 
the audiovisual content selected by the presentation server is modified (Horowitz: 
update, [0029]). 

As per claim 4, the combination of Horowitz, Yamato and Dudkiewicz teach a 
method according to claim 1 of recording audiovisual contents broadcast 
according to a schedule, wherein the updating step is executed if the selected 
audiovisual content is replaced by another audiovisual content or is cancelled 
(Horowitz: update, [0029]). 

As per claim 5, the combination of Horowitz, Yamato and Dudkiewicz teach a 
method according to Claim 1 of recording audiovisual contents broadcast 
according to a schedule, wherein the record file includes at least one field 
marked by a markup and defining information identifying the corresponding 
audiovisual content, associated with data describing said content (Horowitz: 
content description, [0052], lines 1 - 7). 
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As per claim 8, the combination of Horowitz, Yamato and Dudkiewicz teach a 
method according to claim 1 of recording audiovisual contents broadcast 
according to a schedule, wherein the presentation server comprises means for 
identifying a terminal that has selected an audiovisual content and the updating 
step includes notifying a modification relating to said audiovisual content as soon 
as the presentation server is notified of said modification (Horowitz: updating 
based on requests, [0051], lines 5 - 7). 

As per claims 9 and 13, the combination of Horowitz, Yamato and Dudkiewicz 
teach recording audiovisual contents broadcast according to a schedule, wherein 
the record file includes the address of an update server for generating a request 
to update the record file sent by the terminal to the update server (Horowitz: FTP, 
[0043], lines 8- 12). 

As per claim 10, the combination of Horowitz, Yamato and Dudkiewicz teach a 
method according to claim 9 of recording audiovisual contents broadcast 
according to a schedule, wherein the request is an HTTP request (Horowitz: 
FTP, [0043], lines 8 -12). 

As per claim 1 1 , the combination of Horowitz, Yamato and Dudkiewicz teach a 
method according to claim 9 of recording audiovisual contents broadcast 
according to a schedule, wherein the terminal sends the request to update the 
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record file periodically up to the date and time scheduled for broadcasting the 
selected audiovisual content (Horowitz: regular updates, [0031], lines 7-15). 

As per claim 12, the combination of Horowitz, Yamato and Dudkiewicz teach a 
method according to claim 9 of recording audiovisual contents broadcast 
according to a schedule, wherein the terminal sends the request to update the 
record file increasingly often as the date and time for recording the selected 
audiovisual content approaches (Horowitz: regular updates, [0031], lines 7-15). 

4. Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Horowitz, publication number: US 2004/0078817 A1 in view of Yamato, 
Publication #: 2002/01 27000A1 in view of Dudkiewicz, publication number: US 
20020152474 A1 in further view of Carden, Patent number: US 6 996 627 B1 . 

As per claim 6, the combination of Horowitz, Yamato and Dudkiewicz teach 

updating a record file based on changes in schedule. 

The combination does not teach an identifier associated already recorded 

content. 

In an analogous art, Carden teaches recording audiovisual contents broadcast 
according to a schedule, wherein the record file includes at least one field 
marked by a markup and defining, for a given audiovisual content in the same 
file, a content identifier associated with a content already recorded in the storage 



Application/Control Number: 10/765,448 
Art Unit: 2623 

means of the access terminal (the program data structure 200 contains some of 
the program information items 102 as well as identifies the location of other 
program information items 102, col. 6, lines 19 - 22). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
the combination of Horowitz, Yamato and Dudkiewicz by including a way to track 
previously recorded items, as described in Carden's information updating 
system, for the advantages of saving storage space by not recording already 
recorded programs. 

As per claim 7, the combination of Horowitz, Yamato and Dudkiewicz teach 

updating a record file based on changes in schedule. 

The combination does not teach an XML schema. 

In an analogous art, Carden teaches recording audiovisual contents 

broadcast according to a schedule, wherein the syntax of files exchanged 

between the access terminal and the server is defined by an unique data 

structure schema, in particular an XML schema (XML, col. 4, lines 9 -14). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
the combination of Horowitz, Yamato and Dudkiewicz by including the use of 
XML, as described in Carden's information updating system, for the advantages 
of representing data structures, records and lists. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to OLUGBENGA O. IDOWU whose telephone 
number is (571 )270-1450. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to 
Friday, 7am -5pm Est. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Brian Pendelton can be reached on 571 272 7527. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Olugbenga O Idowu/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2623 
/Brian T. Pendleton/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



